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only to be dissolved. Be it remembered that Mr. Manilal Doctor
is a barrister of many years' standing. People are used to thinking
that lawyers can at least protect themselves against persecution.
Well, the lawyers of none of the places where Mr. Manilal has
tried to establish himself have even attempted to protect one of their
own profession. Indeed the Law Society and the Court in New Zea-
land actually conspired to keep Mr. Manilal Doctor out of his practice.
THE MALAVIYAS
The most remarkable feature in the remarkable non-co-
operation struggle is the fact that it has divided families. And of
all such instances none is so striking as the division in the
Malaviya family. It furnishes, in my opinion, an object-lesson to
India in toleration and civil disobedience. Pandit Malaviyaji's
toleration is really beyond compare. I know that he is against
seeking imprisonment, I know, too, that if he believed in it, he
is not the person to shirk it. I should not be surprised to find
him, when the agony has reached white heat and when his faith
in British justice is completely gone, like mine, to be the foremost
in seeking imprisonment. But whilst he is himself against the
course of civil disobedience for the present, he has never interfered
with the choice of even those who are nearest to him and over
whom he has unquestioned authority by right of love and eldership,
On the contrary he has left even his own sons absolutely free to
do as they please. To me the instance of Govind's civil disobe-
dience is one to treasure. Panditji tried hard to wean that brave
boy in his own gentle and sweet manner. Govind tried his very
best to carry out what he knew to be his father's wish up to the
last moment. He prayed for light. He was torn by conflict of
duties. The arrests of the Nehrus proved too strong for the young
man. And invoking the blessings of his great and great-hearted
father, he decided to throw himself into the struggle, and the jails of
India probably hold no more joyous heart than Govind Malaviya's.
I make bold to say that he has by his act of civil disobedience
proved as dutiful to his father as he has been dutiful to his country.
Govirid's act is a pattern for our time in dutiful civil disobedience
of children. There is, I am sure, no gulf between father and son.
Probably Malaviyaji is prouder of his son Govind now than he
was before the latter's decision to seek imprisonment. It is truthful
acts like these which prove to me the religious nature of the struggle.
I cannot resist the temptation of quoting Govind's courageous
statement1 before the court.
1 Not reproduced here